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SUPERFUND FACT U.S. EPA

Johns-Manville Site February
Waukegan, Illinois 1987

_ U.S. EPA RECOMMENDS A REMEDY FOR
a JOHNS-MANVILLE IN WAUKEGAN

_ITRODUCTION

Under a legal agreement with the United
States Environmental Protection Agency
(U.S. EPA) and the Illinois Environmental
Protection Agency (IEPA), the Johns- -
Manville Corporation, now the Manville A /_

Sales Corporation, recently evaluated . 1 j_—‘ = 4
H

LAKE MICMIGAN

alternative methods (known as "remedial f
alternatives™) to resolve contamination
lems at the Johns-Manville Corporation
uperfund site in Waukegan, Illinois. These
evaluations were recently com%i_lqd in the — —
form of a report called a Feasibility Study =
(‘l;S . The sguttc'ly tl:',examim:s the various ways /E d‘ = &
(0] wi contammaton present at
" the Johns Manville site. =
e el ,
~-"Johns- e site in Ap —_ =
when air sa‘rggling conducted by the U.S. = L I@ﬁ t : .
“atove tetkground Ievels downwing of the =i R [
ve Vi wnwind 0O T3 €dison Co.
site. The site was added to the National = S AVKECANT
Priorities List (NPL) on December 30, 1982. N Hdﬂ ulzliniss
The Johns-Manville Corporation contested Qrand HH=
the basis for this listing. However, the M
company did agree to conduct a Remedial
Investigation and Feasibility Study for the
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site. The Remedial Investigation, which was - ;
completed in 1985, showed eclevated i *
concentrations of asbestos in the air and 3 TEHH [ omposty gl
Froundwalcr. and relatively high levels of tery 12935
ead in the soil. Traces of other contami- : g —
nants including chromium, copper and CHICAGOH] SCALE N FERT @
arsenic also were found at the site. A It Souren: 503 18" Qunsrunge (4D
This fact sheet describes the recommended
alternative and presents other altcmative
measures considered by the U.S. EPA and
IEPA in the Feasibility Study Report for
cleanup of the Johns-Manville site.
U.S. EPA will hold a public comment
E]enod and public meeting to receive input on
lS EPA?];S tecglmmcn tions. Further de- FIGURE 1
wils on the public meeting and comment
period are provided at the end of this fact SITE MAP
sheet under "Opportunities for Public JOHNS-MANVILLE
Involvement. WAUKEGAN, ILLINOIS

Once the g)ublic comment period is

completed, U.S. EPA will review comments
received and choose the remedial altcrnative
10 be carried out at the Johns-Manville site.



THE SITE

The Johns-Manville nfmpeny is located on the west shore of Lake Michigan in
Waukegan, Lake County, Illinois about 37 miles north of Chicago and 10 miles south of
the Wisconsin border (Figure 1). Lake Michigan borders the east side of the 300-acre site,
120 acres of which are used for waste disposal. The south side is bordered by the
Commonwealth Edison Company. A residential area is located to the west, in addition to
railroad tracks operated by Chicago & North Western Transportation Company (C&NW)
and the Elgin, Joliet, & Eastern Company. The Illinois Beach State Park lies to the north

of the site.

This site has received wastes from products manufactured by the company since 1922
in the form of cuttings, residues and process waste water. These waste products have been

REMEDIAL
ALTERNATIVES
The Manville Sales
e iherg, o e
cost is listed under each alternative.

as follows:

disposed of in four general waste disposal areas. These include the friable asbestos (see

Glossary) disposal pit, the miscellane-
ous disposal pit, the wet waste basin
system, and the sludge disposal pit
(Figure 2). The friable asbestos
disposal pit is managed as a landfill
under the requirements of the National
Emission Standard for Hazardous Air
Pollutants (NESHAP). The asbestos
““sposal pit will be closed as part of
e proposed remedial action.

The wet basin system consists
of a series of settling basins. They do
not discharge to navigable water.
Dredge spoils (material that has
settled) from the wet waste basins are
disposed of in a dry depression,
referred to as the sludge disposal pit.
Loose and baled scrap and miscellane-
ous wastes are dumped into the miscel-
laneous disposal pit. These activities
are ongoing at the Johns-Manville
site, and will not be affected by the

- ADDRESSING THE PROBLEMS

has
devised four altenatives plus a no action
altemative in its Feasibility Study Repon

&'u'e:u o human
] environment by contaminated
materials and soil at this site.” The estimated

The remedial aliernatives are summarized

continued . . .

The Remedial Investigation at the Johns-Manville site indicated that the
undwater and air within the disposal area contains elevated amounts of asbestos

Investigation, there is no evidence of off-site migration of any contaminant from
the disposal area. Analysis of waler within the site od o Lake
Michigan water samples indi similar asbestos fiber concentrations. The
concentration of asbestos fibers found on-site was 6 to 12 million fibers liter,
while the concentration for the Lake Michigan samples ranged between 5.5 and 19
million fibers per liter. The Federal Govermnment presently has no regulations
regarding levels of asbestos in groundwater, but it has established
limit goal of 7.1 million fibers per liter as the ideal maximum amount of asbestos
allowed in groundwater.

. Some of the on-site air samples contained asbestos fibers at levels somewhat
higher than those observed at off-site locations. is may be becsuse on-site
disposal activities can cause asbestos and lead particles to become airborne. L

Site access is restricted and there are no residential dwellings and drinking
ground-water supplies within a one-half mile radius of the site. Some of the waste
materials containing asbestos and lead are exposed at the site and are a potential

threat to workers or wildlife. .

The primary goal of the remedial is | !
direct contact with waste materials and soils contzining lead. Another goal is to
monitor the goundwater to ensure that levels of lead and other contaminants do

4 CONtamination

.,

proposed remedial alternatives. not increase. )

The next section provides remedial alternatives which the U.S, EPA and IEPA
will use to select the most eppropriate, cost effective and environmentally safe
action to limit contamination at the site.
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122 %% Johns-Manville Disposal Area
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1. No Action

The No Action altemative involves
leaving the waste materials and soils on the
ghs?osal area in their current state, but
includes monitoring of groundwater and

Under this alternative a potential threat
of human and wildlife exposure will remain
and therefore will not be acceptable.

COST:  $326,000

. The remaining four altematives also
include ndwater monitoring as in the No
Action alternative. In addition, each would
limit the potential for airborme contaminants
and direct contact threats.

IL Grading and Seeding
This alteative involves grading waste
materials and soils, adding top soil,

1 8"

FIGURE 3

RECOMMENDED ALTERNATIVE

Cross Section

N orson, ="

COMPACTED
CLAYSILT

fertilizing and seeding. Grading and seeding
is expecied to decrease the tial for on-
site airbome asbestos and direct contact with
waste materials. In the short-term, adverse
impacts on public health and environment
may occur due to construction generated
noise, dust and airbomne asbestos fibers.
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. In the long-term, top soil erosion is
likely, increasing the potential for direct
contact with the contaminants.

COST:  $3,124,000
“~111. Soil Covering with Vegetation

This involves grading waste materials and soil, and laying a minimum of 24 inches compacted clean soil and top soil cover,

fertilizing and seeding.

Manville Sales Corporation recommended an 18 inch soil cover in its Feasibility Study. However U.S.

EPA and IEPA have amended this to 24 inches, making the cover more permanent and providing added protection from freeze-thaw

effects and possible soil erosion.

The Soul Coverinﬁ with Vegetation altemative is expected to eliminate the potential for on-site airborne asbestos and direct contact

with the waste ma

This alternative requires less energy, money and natural resources

ials. It also provides some protection to groundwater from potential contamination by leachable lead.
i than on-site or off-site landfilling alternatives. Short-term

adverse impacts on wrgth health and the environment are similar to those for altemnative I. COST: $4.488,000

IV. Off-Site Landfilling

- Off-site landfilling involves excavation, removal, and transportation and disposal of waste materials and soils in approved off-site

landfills. This alternative a relatively longer construction

transportation of waste on public roads over long distances. There would be longer ex

period and uses scarce commercial landfill capacity, and

ure of public and wildlife to me

asbestos, lead, dust and noise with this alternative, as compared to alternatives Il and Ifl. This alternative would provide added

protection to groundwater. COST: $73,393,000
V. On-Site Landfilling

On-site landfilling involves excavation, removal, and transportation and disposal of waste materials and soils in an on-site landfill

. designed and constructed

ifically for the disposal of waste materials and soils

ot is alternative involves irreversible use of land currently accessible to wildlife. In addition, on-site and off-site landfilling
alternatives involve la;'Fe amounts of energy, money and other resources and have much higher capital and maintenance costs as

compared o the other alternatives.

On-site landfilling involves the lonﬁﬁts implementation ﬁanlfo of all the alternatives and hence greater consuugggn- enerated

“~—pollution (e.g., , NOise). is altemative would
THE RECOMMENDED
ALTERNATIVE

The soil covering with vegetation alternative with a
total soil cover thickness of 24 inches (a thickness
recommended by the U.S. EPA and IEPA) involves
readily available technologies to control the source of
contaminants (Figure 3). This alternative can be
implemented by the end of 1988 and is estimated to
benefit the landscape and wildlife around the disposal
area. It prevents asbestos from becoming airborne and
complies with NESHAP requirements and the remedial
response objectives of CERCLA.

It also provides some protection to groundwater
from potential contamination by leachable lead and
eliminates direct exposure to contamination in the soil.
Monitoring groundwater would ensure that any future
contamination is detected.

—THE NEXT STEP

groundwater protection. COST: § 000

The U.S. EPA and IEPA will evaluate
any public comments received and choose a
final remedy. The final remedy will be
identified in a document called a Record of
Decision (ROD). After a final remedy is
chosen and the ROD signed, the U.S. EPA
and [EPA will negotiate with Johns-
Manville to do the Remedial Design and
Remedial Action for the site. If these
negotiations are unsuccessful, the U.S. EPA
will correct the problems at the site and
attempt to recover the costs from the
Manville Sales Corporation. If the negoti-
ations are successful, an agreement in the
form of a consent decree (which is required
by the new Superfund law) would be filed in
court. At that time, the U.S. Department of
Justice will hold a public comment period
on the decree. Remedial construction at this
site is expected to begin in May, 1987 and
end in December 1988.




OPPORTUNITIES FOR PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT
PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD
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-GLOSSARY

Asbestos - Asbestos is a genenic term that a

ies to a number
of naturally occurring fi

] silicates. ~was used
widcly in the construction and manufacturing industries because
it has thermal and acoustical insulatin properties and is not
combustible. Continuous exposure to airborne asbeswos has
been shown to cause forms of lung cancer. The health
implication of asbesios ingestion (e.g., from drinkin walcrg are
not fully documented. When asbestos can be crumbled by
Kau:surcalonc. it is called friable. .

kground Levels - Concentrations of chemicals that are
found in the environment away from man-made polluton

sources.
(lllg)undwabt;r Levels‘l- w?i.w;nd beneathdlhe Earth ar 'S f;:fu m&t
pores between soil, san v 10 int
saturation. Groundwater gcnexallygxtzllowspgru%cugh zoncs%?‘ rock
or soil (at rates much slower than surface walesr) and when it
occurs in sufficient %:ﬁ it can be used as a water supply.
Landfill - A secure is one that isolates hazardous wastes
between an impermeable cap and an impermeable bottom liner.
This prevents conlact between wasle deposits and possible
uanmla?\ﬁ media such as groundwater, surface water, or air.
Secure landfilling on-site re%tén_res a lemporary on-site storage
area while a secure facility is being builL oo .
Leachate - Leachate is not a ific chemical itself, it is a
liquid, often water, that has through wastes and picked up
components of those wastes.

NESHAP - National Emissions Standards for Hazardous Air

Pollutants. These standards are required by the Clean Air Act and

regulate specific air pollutants such as asbestos, beazene,
Mium, coke oven emissions, and several others.

NPL - National Priorities List. U.S. EPA's list of the top

JL";Y hazardous waste sites in the country that are cligible for

money for cleanup under Superfund.

Record of Decision (ROD) - A blic document that
explains which cleanup altemative(s) wﬁi' be used at National

R eﬁuﬂsﬁ (RA) R

emedis ¢ - Response actions that
wbsmudlyredweapmamdammdm
ﬁu&smmmmatmwmwmwhnmm threat 10 public

Remedial Desi D) - A of remedial i
gn (RD) _ phase action that

follows the investigation/feasibility study and includes
the development of engineening drawings u% specxﬁcmt:ns for a

sile cleanup.
Remedial Alternative - A method or combination of
methods designed 10 proiect public heaith and welfare the
environment over the long term, from releases of hazardous
substances at a Superfund site. Remedial alternatives are usually
projects of a combination of technologies that contain, remove,
or destroy most of the contaminants in the air, water, soil and/or
water at a Superfund site.

emedial Investigation/Feasibility Study (RLFS) -
The long-term cleanup can begin.” The part is the Remedial
Investigation (RI) which examines the natwe and exwent of
contamination problems at the site. The second pant is the
Feasibility Study (FS), which evaluates different remedial
alternatives for site cleanup and recommends the most cost-
gt;fe;,uve A veﬁ)at describes a thickened

udge - A term . ibes a thi solidliquid waste
gypmduct of an industrial, recycling, or treatment
upgdund-AlsohnwnasCEllCl.Am ive
Environmental Rnspﬂ:u}e. Compensation, and Liabili

-PUBLIC MEETING

U.S. EPA will hold a public meeting to
present the findings of the Feasibility

US. EPA encourages the public 1o
. review the Feasibility Study and to

MORE INFORMATION

Study. US. EPA will respond to  submit commenss. You can find copies  request copies of these documents,
questions and accept comments from the  of these documents and other site-related  contact:
public about these documents and U.S.  information in Waukegan at the Public
EPA’s recommended alternative for the  Library on 128 N. County Sireet, and at  Margaret McCue )
site. . the City Clerk’s Office on 106 N. Utica  Community Relations Coordinaior
Street. Copies are also available from the  (312) 8864359
U.S. EPA Region V office at the address
Date: Monday, February 9, 1987 listed below. Written commenis must be  Brad Bradley
postmarked by February 24, 1987. Remedial Project Manager
Time: 7:00 p.m. Hazardous Waste Enforcement Branch
Send commenis t0: (312) 886-4742
Location:  Waukegan City Council
Chambers, 106 N. Utica Margaret McCue U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Street Community Relations Coordinator Region V
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 230 Sowth Dearborn Street
Region V Chicago, IL 60604
230 South Dearborn Street
Chicago, IL 60604 g‘ggl. FREI:J‘:338OO) SgZ-ZSIIST_
:30 a.m. to 4:30 p.m. Central Time
-MAILING LIST -------=---- e S R O e

If you wish to be placed on the Johns-Manville site mailing list, please fill out this form, detach and mail to:

:

Margaret McCue, Office of Public Affairs
U.S. EPA Region V, 230 South Dearborn, Chicago, IL 60604

ADDRESS

:

)

If you have questions about this fact sheet
or the Feasibility Study, or would like to



g:ny_\n‘\»)u}_f\ubw WDJ} g),\,S‘DM

AN - VIU SORUBNDSIW = SAPRIMNIEIDIS tua o
s\v\v'?\”w \73(8\79:“) -9 S -
W \&ﬁ‘)J} )‘q')\J}_ 4\.'6 3V -

MY ARV 0330
:éﬁ\“J 3+s*>m )m*ﬁv i o Sa\té a\_s‘vm zf\\\_D’DU\_

SMaID \"e )333@ A_né "2

\J\.«,.ﬂds\") DQ‘M\\S WD VL\,\_%:A}? ‘\\9:&;?}4? _
:'Y‘Q\j— -~
Paas sy ay WA ¢ IS -
\ua\_gl\S I SR LN _.‘a**r"’\?xfﬁbm "\
‘:§~,3\‘-bu\bu,~.—t Q\_u\. Pa‘—,_\(\.\p 30\ (Vb Ry }‘\‘\SA
-z-de.,
wpr QT S ey eanw ~ WSS 3REH ooy,
r;4’°~"3"‘-7% (V}Dr))D\Q°\J) sy )° Ea*odvp I
}\]\,\O' C\A\ﬁ:\*j\s}(‘\\/\’_)w \At ‘Jagm 2 \AO‘ IV} (()‘U -
PLxe D519y ﬁ\q»*o,vx.pows /f\'VDUf\uh\_VO) 204\ 0
EYVETIETELS) s\wau)*uw 3 q;\\smv\ -4 4 }Q VJDQAS\G"‘

\ AP
Y3WA - S U\F\\f\q cu\\_,n*)v_)}{\uhw 3\\:h\ﬁ‘)w ?Q ,\,$b)
-’A*D)O\ - 20% )72 - )*fS 39 (*)DJ‘O \"’QJA‘-‘P )*317 {\’\ _

PRV 2IND Soy

Lca‘au\w;g\,\_ LI EY7 \‘-’QOAS\P ?qfl‘DGap CRY
M) PRI TSPtsas Ty VR3990 ag Y

Sy e 1YL
V- XYy -




ARIS MO Q) WSS PAVIRNOY  SHAWDS g
R Y R WLIVER-R
1 spemm 30 200 om ,s_.;ma UMY -
2115 )0 h ‘ra g1 - shviseq |res ) g

PUOPRYLS 31a2ndd D vy
+Jsf,..,yu/>9u lAufau,.‘uc_,J nvﬂ&faw <;opju,,<<
| 1$d ~N W) ﬂw*uu’.ozo Aumpuv 3y~
CWF(Z.J*W (.¢+J,\</ .C,JCT,ﬁ wdﬁvu:@nwd CGJ*
,v/v.\&, .wr.a/\, - Jd*wg \/).Q.wf) WA WO wwud&*‘l
v N 9y S Y MO ﬁu%d%(ﬁ. -
A el J5 - IV W RN

PSSV spam Gurao g rvaus MG 7

-k -Tw -
e P SR A AT * 5~

LS - Q
muc WO ../n/w?.Ud Avu’vdxzo/\w A.V.U(duuﬁﬁw -
. A..wﬂc,?uum -
153y "Tuo g ooy
)
23mm 57cyaes T s ‘T oo .wu W-C -
m.l.ornwwuw.v oy Cf#d& W09y

_,_.;«Kv - t£+<w v y\.D.rdc. . A,u.w*.f.;uc,ﬂuu H\d @
1.0#/.) bwa ﬂu(Oudm

YRS - Aum_nw LN ﬁc,w‘uu.v vo d»ru)»fﬂcQJ -
Sa190punog D)\wxz _
AUMO_A.. uﬁww -

-¢-19 -




-RI-G-
- ﬂ/mcn%nu mr ,n(.n,,m\n»n.’mh*cfrm aweoals
om Ce
m. H.) w.(,g?;.o,ﬁzu ﬂmmr;*v HNH ?Dn#;n,*ﬂ
ljhmnk *0 Q(upﬂn va D,..rmg.,.vv._oﬂv D.JL
~enscre +T9A. ﬁn,?.”a.ﬁ.,)f#u TN wn._k st
Do*pf;,\ 4f\ will be mﬂov«l,\ rewmediated
mm +Tn4 (nm?ﬁm wmebile n T he (o w

- Avt-| -
d.\ mNn ho?ﬁ)m«/b.mnr bﬂ:’mﬁjnﬁf’,c.ﬁ

w..h O 4011}& ad

lmﬁef(nj ,/.)./o 3 sechiens
work 4o be done
) active aceas
3) next Step ' n ﬂsonmwv c Y e ?mmfs,u

) . \Werl e be dene
(Go)(/ ./g;mﬂy.;r*n < /07@«*@«3




= Alb-2-

\.Immed;oj\'c rall e be C

C.\"\.?\G*("C\ by \2'5
o, cover €or de

€ y 0\&59«55\ aveas
. 24" ce mpc&(_\tcl) P(B‘ Ccee SEL\/ \&’ U(’je"q1.
MY 6 head —‘f\"CQ\\{‘ AB levelled

3\—6\@'\-\«,\ b qu'\ewc\*er ‘\fca*mevx* System

~ Perms + \ﬁvees - \l” ri?rc,p wheu‘e(eas(b

- b'\herw?se/ Same ouev as de

“with ﬁ*(GP"‘\'CV\ o€ sething bas. o'\
gcno\s £ canals Wil have ¥ sxuc/l al
Cemwgyed —Dﬂ\7 nen - AB c\e?c‘a&ecl v
LoXure

Y Ab‘?csd areq

- AW-3-
C. s de S\ogres vatio
“sloped Yo TZX herizended, Luerticd et

'?rc\ndcc\ with over as o\ry cl(sPosc.lqrf
Cl- \"DQA-wu S

24" clean c,em?cc‘\tcl So\l and
-8 qcovel Wewoily used

- Y 3‘- c\)(\ \\SV\‘\'\\’ {‘(‘Ck\)ftkA

C~ m\bce\\ anecevs
-beackh lean vp

- 'GQV‘C;h t \Do\mda(\,
— add tiexal warr\'\:b s.'ﬁ.\s
~ closvce NVE corne

f\msLQu ne
- perireral ditches €oc ruqno

A4

s> et —runel
Cstlectieon




“ A -\ -
N. ﬂlﬁfu.\*maﬁ)
Q. P._O\u(_ﬁﬂ OA D.w mv\...—v‘* m...o%‘) - teneuctien

Gsbestes
b nLv,.\u/*M»j%fm,)AJ ﬁ’ns Cor A;C*C.\m w‘—cbu&
- discont invane of Adredging s i.,;,@
—ensut vwo - AB -Mrc%wm W«m ua% e,
+dispesed of on-site
C . ﬁﬂ.o(u,m asvestes nw..,w?.waw o.m.m,w,*m

nw. GW detecYionm «505.,»0.»_.30 m/\w.,ms)

—at least 8 addiYicnal WEls instelled
O.J«m;,m

!+mw»AL *o nphxwmﬂg.,jm fA 0\09*93,7?5*0

are 5)..wn\nrkfju

- Alt-S-

T MY AU M .WO/\A. W\CR..’!,OD .

- Poﬁ*f?wm.)n,‘ A.ih:) +o € nsuie \ﬂ.m /m(m’v
o€ cen¥am naticn Thet ﬂnwm 0,.:/29* Yo
hman healbh ¥ enyic. art de Yected ) preper

ﬁms:mmw,.Q_ O(n\.*,.n.) ).t..: Vm n(n»rncl.

€. TO..’ Cover WMDN, m:ro fov — )vo (v.N hwmﬁm_ u?.nr
*o ensuce l"(Jnr.*. np [a Aw ..rmn.fn(.rﬁw M(.‘l.ﬁn»nm
Y 1o cele Dw«.nw 4o a\r ’m«,pm Ze - thaw

e{€ecty
. Continved O mmﬁo,.fo nNS

\. éDmfnS\.QI.\ +ﬁm9.*3m>..n m(m+m$)
-no AR wecnwwm mwm\.oow..:L

- Cco 5+ ) S/M m\S\OJ m—nﬂ\/




~Alt--

ﬂnvn, mv..* “nen - AR weestes
mummvnﬁ m..#. “nen-AB V.?LUQ

h\. Cﬂho.)?u)u )n,roD.w

LA ALY &._m

P

’. CW. m@D .‘0 C(;v.‘.*m nOO\ ﬁO-menFm.\h.Jn ﬂm
N AN m\.%_...ﬂ Pn;\s.ﬁ.a.ﬁﬁw e.-mﬁn,._c NA» L
N SN Y —.S.o'c/(.ﬁ:ﬁ, ‘o ﬁo.),f e .)man.?r*..?
Cee RD/RA o

~ Yot nru

ee Oon ﬁmnﬂ.)).))nﬁmoof s\t
fﬁémcmﬁ.;;ﬁe_)(p:m IWZ

. ,Z,C.w.mﬁy-
Nr,_ LCmU .(\ :v
~bt-

~AW.1- -

(nw..mw.rwﬂmn?“y)* 0m,>xmﬂv ob. mnw.a..xvm:c.m...,. ‘o.op N
celection Yo poeblic Wealllh + ccqd ctthis et
SR R e
S hat 24" cover prevides
@nnnan_. Oﬂﬂ_\omﬁmo.*m \evel of ﬂ_,o.fmn*.”o,m el ,uc.a..\
NESHAD fmpi‘f:f wmeels g ﬂmmwn?f—n w.morxl,ﬁn’chfd\
&cldm i remeddial response ovjectives o€ 4 e mc?:uMc;
Thaedi

leqis \at " T -
W%ﬁvpn < ejny Q amfwcos..a 4mnrc;ms?m>,,m om

- f?tocmﬁ\ C.w.mm? S mﬁm w:ﬁr ’W fenv v A

W,,m.hmﬂnﬁ* cover .*(/..ﬁ nNess and scil no.ﬁw.%
ﬂo);v..)o.fo)w

bR Gaomﬁm.,.; on resulls ne o+\.9k,a.>mx decree enter

£§>c_, ‘o QMﬁmv‘.«S RU/RA s ovtlined ivn Rof
~eoc CPA te de ~or










e oA s - e G = e et 4§ Nan i s A S § e N e it e A+ e e <~ e e R S < e o= % = e == @t e e

FIGURE 3
RECOMMENDED ALTERNATIVE
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wEPA Environmental
NEWS RELEASE

Technical Contact: Rrad Bradley
(312) 886-4742

Media Contact: Margaret McCue
(312) 846-4359

For Immediate Release: January 26, 1987
No. 87-12 (Correction)

U.S. EPA TO HOLD PUBLIC MEETING ON JOHNS-MANVILLE CLEANUP

The time and location of U,S. Environmental Protection Agency's public
meeting on the Johns-Manville Superfund site was omitted from the press release
issued January 23, 1987, |

The meeting will begin at 7 p.m., February 9, 1987, at the Waukegan City
Council Chambers, 106 N, Utica St., Waukegan, IL.

At the meeting, U.S. EPA staff will describe cleanup options being con-

“~ sidered for the site, and accept comments from the public.

##H



